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the country, and which crystallized round the persons of Mr. T. V.
Soong and his colleague Lo Wen-kan, the Minister for Foreign,
Affairs, whose resignations from office were largely a gesture of
protest against the submissiveness of Nanking. Popular opinion in
China was less easy to gauge. Its expression in the Press over the
Manchuria'n issue was divided, some writers favouring a temporary
acceptance of accomplished facts, combined with an organized effort
to set the national house in order, while others favoured resistance
at all costs. Another index of general feeling was afforded by the
boycott movement. While this had still been active in the South at
the beginning of 1933, it showed a marked relaxation in the latter
half of the year. This, however, might be partly explained by eco-
nomic causes; and while it possibly indicated a certain superficial
decline in the intensity of the popular resentment in China which the
action of Japan had evoked, there was evidence still of a degree of
rooted hostility which seemed likely to be a factor of capital im-
portance in the future course of international relations in the Far East.
(iv) The Action of the League of Nations
In the preceding volume the history of the world-wide diplomatic
repercussions of the Sino-Japanese collision in Manchuria and at
Shanghai has been carried down to the eve of the 21st November,
1932: the final date fixed for the first of the meetings in which the
Council of the League of Nations, in the course of its sixty-ninth
session, was to consider the Lytton Report. In the present chapter
the history of the next stage in the relations between the League on
the one side, and Japan and China on the other, is carried down to
the close of the year 1933, while subsequent chapters deal with the
repercussion of these events at Geneva and in the Far East upon the
policies of the U.S.S.R. and the United States.
The publication of the Lytton Report on the 2nd October, 1932,
gave occasion for a further series of ex parte statements on the part
of the two disputants. Written observations of the Japanese Govern-
ment on the report were presented to the President of the League
Council, for circulation, on the 18th November;1 written comments
on these Japanese observations were submitted by the Chinese
delegation on the 3rd December ;2 and oral repetitions of the same
controversial arguments were made by the Japanese and Chinese
representatives at the opening of the proceedings in the Council in
November, and again in the Assembly in December 1932 and in
1 League of Nations Document: 711. Political. 1932. VII. 15.
3 League of Nations Document: VII. Political. 1932. VII. 16.

